

Application No. 


Interview Summary 


09/737,579 




Examiner 




Janis L Dote 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1) Janis L Dote. 


(3) 


(2) Mr. Harris Pitlick (Rea. No. 38 77Q) 


(4) 


Date of Interview: 22 November 2004 





Applicants) 

ISHIKAWAETAL 



Art Unit 

1756 



Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

cm Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)8 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)RI No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-43 and 45-ea 

Identification of prior art discussed: Matsuoka75l Mitsuhashi 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)Q N/A. 
allowab.e is available,' ^^££f "5 TZcZS? amen ^ ents that -der the claims 

^^(^ssi^jsf, ^:r^°r usj include the sub ™ of the 

GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS NT^RV.EW ^S^wSu^^^^ 6 ' ' S 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER TO FILE A STATEMENT OF Ihf ^V«?™I™ THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
Summa^ofRecordoflnte^iewVe^eme^^^^ See 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Exartyher's signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 11222004 



Application/Control Number: 09/737,579 Pa e 2 

Art Unit: 1756 

Discussed prior art rejections over Matsuoka' 517 . Mr. 
Pitlick stated that applicants can show by using the data 
provided in example 7 of Matsuoka' 517 that Matsuoka' 517 does not 
satisfy the distribution of particulate wax recited in instant 
claim 57. Applicants will file the showing in the next response 
to the outstanding office action. 

Discussed the prior art rejections over Mitsuhashi. 
Mr. Pitlick stated that applicants will file certifications of 
the previously filed English- language translations of the 
certified priority documents filed on Dec. 18, 2000, to remove 
Mitsuhashi as prior art. The examiner stated that applicants 
should indicate by page and line number where there is ■ 
antecedent basis for the subject matter recited in the instant 
claims in the translations. Mr. Pitlick also stated that a 
terminal disclaimer may be filed to overcome the obviousness- 
double patenting rejections over Mitsuhashi. 

Discussed the rejection of claims under 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph, for lack adequate written description for the 
limitation "obtained by addition polymerization" recited in 
instant claim 57. The examiner stated that applicants should 
indicate where in the originally filed specification there is 
antecedent basis in the specification. 
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